LLNL SW/SPEIS Chapter 2 — Comment Documents

CHAPTER 2: COMMENT DOCUMENTS

This chapter is a compilation of all the documents that the Department of Energy (DOE)
received during the public comment period on the Draft Site-wide Environmental Impact
Statement for Continued Operation of Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory and
Supplemental Stockpile Stewardship and Management Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement. The documents are presented alphabetically. On each document the first number
represents the comment number within that document and the second number represents the
issue summary code assigned to this comment. This number can be used to locate the summary
and response relating to this comment. Section 1.3 describes the organization of this Comment
Response Document and discusses the tables provided in Chapter 1 to assist readers in tracking
their comments to the respective comment summary and responses. Chapter 3 provides comment
summaries and DOE responses by category.
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Mr. Tom Grim

Comment on the Site Wide Envi 1 Impact S

The controlled burns at Site 300 are not discussed in any detail in the draft EIS, but now
that the EPA has designated the region as one out of pli with their guidelines on
air quality, a more thorough discussion is needed. For example, what does the controlled
burning of brush add to the amount of pollutants in the atmosphere? Also since there are
alternatives to burning such as mowing or in steep areas like Site 300 goats have been
used to keep the vegetation down. Also Site 300 soil and water is contaminated with
uranium and tritium, but no discussion is given on the amounts of these radioactive
elements spread by the fires. For ple, tritium itors that give a read out
of tritium release ring the Livermore site. There is no such set of monitors around Site
300. There is no explanation for this discrep . There is a p 1 to release 200
curies of tritium a year from Site 300, which is similar to the amount of tritium, released
from the Livermore site.

My other comment is terrorist attack. At the Livermore City Council meeting, you said
all of the evaluations are classified. That is not factual. The GAO report and the POGO
report that were provided to Congress are both unclassified and fairly detailed. Why are
the findings from thee reports not discussed in the draft EIS and why are they not
references since they are pertinent to a possible terrorist attack. Is Site 300 a possible
target for attack with the radioactive materials used in testing?

From,

A Livermore employee who lives in Tracy California

2-2

March 2005



LLNL SW/SPEIS Chapter 2 - Comment Documents
Aaland, Hans Aaland, Hans
Page 1 of 4 Page 2 of 4

1/32.

. s ﬂ} 'f'b NUL\QM’ b}evfohs }dﬂh .
Covment ™ TEYf A ey
/NTt‘J M7k P -@.\)7

9 A

soten N
.- S
We are LQ.G&Q Men Lua\«KwB\ %\; ‘a’(‘{"%

(2

Qe gp gt Hhe dorky S
ovr ytopia sod\d‘y g\\tes bi.g;%p
b \Jh-to_\}hwﬁ e N ¥
‘ :I\mm\ fro g *O aceve

\ - v

o %00& (eladion sh\p with +he
Cyeokof \w?(\\ whiowm we Can

‘weradt 10 Lve presevcteG Q

04 \uyge\f{ \‘mﬂm,cfm\a) lg“—\,,, o,

e

Ror may Yems as 0re, .

0\]0‘1‘2:1 *t:{\e 5’1‘0\@,(”&1‘\; 0\& Test-
€0 Jnex \300‘(\8\.

ewem-;imcs b‘!&oce 290\ LW

beer\ QM:\“S 107‘('{“{(}59?(\

b e Cecently aXg
(ot i ol Kree Aumbe) "
Q'\mx“&\ \@&?. ‘\‘ASF?J"OV '

SG\LWMUAJGD. TD bg‘h—M K'\\n

1/32.04
cont.

_%5@ e

ah& e 'raﬁ\o station, The

dd\\ﬂ\(‘.ﬂ 10 b(’_ the vy oW
the GOred Geal o Gilbo i,
1oyt Svad 'd*_\ you Suy
Eucela, yn\f[\ Know w\r{a Ef
7 e oy whe espre >
Q(DW\- a,\_\,a‘k‘ {-l\e Same ﬁme[

40 CoMR ‘U\\o‘\\ have
iﬁ; t\“:ns\l\\\ hes Luavee
OU\' how we 0‘-“ con c,d\/\:jf
‘between , then chall G

bursT Jacobs bowde (seeder-

evdn 2018) £0 Auat hone

Shal, ke Him o&\-g& (verse 10,

1 Keox 0OW 45§ L "&uuw

exen the Presdent by now
NUST b@\\%\)cl W w 0
s5ay L aw\\'\Q we dowt See
'\'\“L \L)\L@ hetween W d.((

March 2005

2-3




Chapter 2 - Comment Documents

LLNL SW/SPEIS
Aaland, Hans Aaland, Hans
Page 3 of 4 Page 4 of 4
; .
-F
\ be able 40 crogs gég
e\ not be & 1/32.04 v P
| better P\M‘ when s cont. cor élpf’ly &*?On\i\\\}iey 8
to & B olam wete \tyation 0% %
covealed by G Pl o e ben TR
guag the WOIA P PO Whet A b U whkeactvie . £s
w‘lme& "jﬂ,& Ffes‘ﬂfu/ € E __6‘LI6$ XX\&Q' E“Q‘Q'w — S %—3 '
t wwalled Tvadp with Toddl w3 %?e X o S A ges 9 <
e\ A 57w el s :
02,16 T hod buen Goverr Lig T} between the lettec 33
(e Wy Covse sevves We : ?’3 wg% o Vo Y uﬂ;ak ST =
\\\mt baow Unser o vese &/ g‘c‘é £% s ank +!\\?\c \Qmﬂe. |etter X wikh \_'\E.
e conls of 401} pERZS B L
1/32.04 chall be the Shame of +\qg 275 YWE CS oy e bop B S
cont. N : = 3 o= a \ N .
¢ hovse, L 0-00305 ~ 2 SY g matie g you Yy =
l!?:c‘iq\se».\“ow‘“\“""é' f} " fé\ %%04 \V!'_z\?‘c\“{ &—;{wi:lgi.ﬁnz LQQ\TS Z
UNe de e & = Y Fiag &b YOO8 ekt ol
e mbeit s o, (08 o e Y fcten 2
. X v i AR ‘
by e o e ek T 8
¢ wop 06 MY &c&&\myta@ st o plona IXS
B:QLYAS w‘\g' wllﬁ" 'Qw\r \eﬁ“} ‘(\:\\i‘k\ &g\e&é\ﬁg vs haﬁ \0\'2 X d
\ : ¢o
Tve Qund the a»C\S‘\T— \\32 iowﬂxs e cwgsﬂifmqi:” ‘J”"-j c"é%g“f‘)’\
2-4

March 2005




LLNL SW/SPEIS

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents

Aaland, Hans
Page 1 of 1

AT Ny o 7-03
L S N
- 5

. S-— K /% 5
T e W17 o 3
. £ g(w;’(o'/v\ LI\ONN W %

ERIR A vl g
‘%ré? T\mg \s G gf)ecm N aivey ,‘;g-
Y] D > B
22337 | tha you Can See e gg"
—f 4:8_*3 23 h mow* D‘, 33
28R ¥ Lace o8 Jesus © EE
S3i= 3 oo Srom Jlensuiton ﬂt‘“«- 22
g 2% =2 e W an actide =
’j*’}é 23| W v ) e ;i
E :  yeass AN 2
523 50, | Y Al\ ¢ QRN N

Aaland, Hans
Page 1 of 6

(onceen Modens WQ«*M), ’}@,oérw\ :
w2176 8
{(%o BN N W\N

T Saw somebady Wik

o b e L b wost e (87

Nupo tw ky P vooke |
‘\;‘;é‘(\‘ 1 ‘Qow& OU‘{‘ Ll((ﬁ MO‘ZKS k\
O\X *I\r\e, l.&'h (.N({X *\‘i‘iﬁ ‘5\’\:&0:\;
hot a{?@i\mteﬁ wikh woe
pudenr 05 (ed’ L m.ewt\_og e
T westey ol ol hiw 4

'“ A listen ®
21 de\ng Yow : E +hov bt Ay Wb
2 LT o o
Anr T AT
& jvu& On . dear day.see = ey woullfyroe et K '
\f ‘ . Gk, — ‘ \\N\GY\' ll\, 3
N } »go‘( ‘YOUY %\Q ‘(‘\i\m\ § ! L\ C\‘& g‘m’t‘
oY NOIRY T \S & S \ ¢ === 5&;\& '\7\"‘*&;&\;‘3} o
WS T ReiA WAL I o lreOty Newckon Kiom
i@&ﬂ\\\; R \](L\\t\(ok)(\\\@ 3:&%‘0 At u5 g L\‘ by who (0 hear me @S
NSEA Do 18 A0 {0k oy € " ¢ SKV
R S e Qo ko ) ‘Am : Lokinay W Ko .
O NS S0 e, bt TR AN lo
ol \nop -ﬂ'%ﬁi&fs%@gy%ﬁz&% oot it echmologg
A\ ¢k
1/32.04
cont.
NO COMMENTS IDENTIFIED IN THIS SUBMITTAL
March 2005




Chapter 2 - Comment Documents

LLNL SW/SPEIS
Aaland, Hans Aaland, Hans
Page 2 of 6 Page 3 of 6
Xy -
¢t
o) o
L olay, tils vy P sble,
Levtion .
gomest® “u\mim- Urieyde! 1 was weasied
Tve 5‘fmeQ o . W T Hee Wi i o \y
Mo We D\VSAV' Q&W‘A o’\— w&\om& 5‘\8“0’ ‘?&m
e Lve wited & f P caxey widn _gow"c\l\\"lﬁ
“ulag TOAD 9;(,,5@\‘0 " is '%Qem on ) B -
e (A&Qorv\\& &\@\WW YeaM &Q&Q ot ond.
?MN\S op \\“S‘)“er A axo‘ov\ﬁa“k&\he UTRArOURCh,
cput e & ey 40, kg SPot MQO;&M%(M‘”&S'
KC,’f e e Wy yoiee 100, & br\& er: Eyery-
ok & - @n\u&en G)afe& eu,él Wy
Q(&Qeﬂ&b\\! Wy Vo\v A Seeme | i\
Lasst, astore Khaare WAS A\ X o bl wos em%
o AL nce whe €7 o CAE OQ%XL \Ye&‘“yw
\\)0& o V“Q-\“““& Clime me. (LV\(Q G udleny T t
i lfer me il ok ec el T Knew T bes
(T ™ . oL ikl m gk so T
T wags 0 ™Y Brrlte \erel with
e . s ok et
2-6

March 2005



LLNL SW/SPEIS Chapter 2 - Comment Documents

Aaland, Hans Aaland, Hans
Page 4 of 6 Page S of 6
-+ @0‘& b o o @ Qléé/
OX\(Q \\“\\I\VCBVL*W S\(\O\fl\;& even \\eaf& L wes WVS:;:\C
e algodt 1 sk W Fhe SF «
W\\{ C(')E &\&‘;\* Ma'\é:_eh : C).\({)&,\“‘J \‘« - QQ\SQV\ UJ\'
e betwe e AR ) Laon
1o SWof Loty o € m\wcﬁ\ g 2\ W\\;ev
Jgeagh %07 Qiaen e ' . Tyt (B
e i VP ey ) Kes ey
o W?\ %\wasg\)@:\’ 0 wy Yoot (e%\ssa% e
.5hM \)\,‘\\&\\1\ Belie 5\4\,W0 *Q*‘ ?w@\es
1““5*\\& wos bew \;\00& b W ey
T ey A\ \ A O of ‘N‘“\%KO
U&me& bY o b\w" \-" 5 \‘\“\)Q_’ a‘v\\{
pes Ao Wire W & Aot \ae ¥ gt
G%waio © upde 0 W o VRN Q .
WERS oy o Rty o\ €0 ery T ==
e\,\,\\:sce\ X s Lodery \‘CI \ Just o ?\N\ gv\%\%
chancee w ot L 0 cnande
e e b v L »
A N
e ™ W \“% )
e Se\g- A8 %i\igt\\\ smell Ch ehl
Cax 0¥ \ b(;e&\'\‘\’uw \(‘@'\GK\\Q &\Qie(e)f\be
b o Y etween We and YOO S

March 2005 2-7



Chapter 2 - Comment Documents

LLNL SW/SPEIS
Aaland, Hans Aaland, Hans
Page 6 of 6 Page 1 of 1
A ‘/\ S\— ‘EM XM\\ ,
%@OQB Ly SAC T ~ s»b
-~ Y;Wk L\‘}l‘\j7{” \@x\$¥\\§\ -,
e oS Lenain Yo ; <o Tom (5cwms G p'if()
Ho Hhimne L agproacth o€ v ez 5 A 2 398
e lonnandose, L At y oot the A ol ¢ 2775
Ryre T Jump Wy head 100y ) 53 o et \ease F
T dowk s e | s Qé,\%i e %o Daghee oot ' j’g\j 2
50 05 Wk can {s% 3 %3 Q\M& *m‘n\e WX 213
Roope dhandi e o, SR e ad SE0S
- %0 Wo 2 £ % e Where 1T TR S X 2
nAA > 2T BLY3S ' 3247
0, iew kaa’\ e &\\ U\\W\ S g =TSR wme SPave \\M\)d’W‘e‘Cn\ —)'; %
t puge + We 0 N T L0 L be \;S\M\‘/ sg\e
o ) whose yowe b Koy S-S Rt \ney wpdit be ¢ S
wh Ootks &\\\e AXWS \e_\@\‘\ ?.’,\Cééi,% W O e € N"é@%%
DN V wl.~— ST
Aol VS L ace - /s
\w \Jv\\oe\\QQ 08 RDMMS@\@ PN dng, i f y 3
. avdl vecy? &S ¥ Noudy &7 | SEE
\Y\ZD‘\ Q \l\&k \'\e \/V\.(l\( MR =30 N & \g ’\”W—COV\' \ ’7<E4,’
heleX © DL T @ i o oot | ZEX
o Ve o\ NSRS R ooy bewnus \iﬁ o €S
ow FH ¢ > e WO A% 4
W\WYLX <& llepenfont ‘w\x}@i\i@@ e ot m\, Ao WS #,] §§>
cnibie Yoo fiF e (& SR e v 1 a5t
E:\Ao\;v MW\S) gath ds & 00 Qew;,' ; N e QS" : lgove w rolle,
WP T epch ol celedts, (e G @0 ) M 0 P
&QQQ\M’Q’ \s e N FN S IR i Q;ks WL oK oW A
v - -3 "O\o‘\@i"§: N Nm%m&\f\m*& too0.
NO COMMENTS IDENTIFIED IN THIS SUBMITTAL
2-8

March 2005



LLNL SW/SPEIS

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents

Aaland, Hans
Page 1 of 2

N
Conuars, Flvee f,;}""“{ffg‘ifu e o

o w2770 e Se 4R »
<2 o (S, iy A e EEE%?)&@‘H

| \{DU *d\k\- 4] Iﬂﬂ;: 1 el
Iﬁ@\{i L"‘f’&%ﬂ \
\f;f&. &ﬁw\f 40 Ahe 5{.1'@%1%
x{\m&m 39 4o aumﬁaaT Yet-
Yol WG Ahreat -h:r&a.g. 1:;
1y Wikon ', oo Fogn W r
L urn +o the lpufl.e a pv eu
Ak they may cA
}:p?é”ﬁ hawe 0% T LORD,
1o serVe ITM L!'.'!i%qq—h_f (-
Cewt
&, Thardare wait yL Vo
'm\:is;a':":iht LURbluuﬁk +‘M
(]'..,;1-\'-&.1 1 neevp +u fmf-
gm My &MMMHM VS
o qther thetations, 4hat
1 ém fLSS.E.hH.ﬂ +he H..mjh
dams El( pur upon them
e “wbgatian,en all vy
Lirce (I-'rtg}ar: Lov all 4he E‘,ﬂ.r"g!\

NO COMMENTS IDENTIFIED IN THIS SUBMITTAL

Aaland, Hans
Page 2 of 2

—
. g}l:.{ WJiL 5
raoee chod 1o 3
JUNT, %{Wﬁﬁi hﬂwgq{\lﬁ ,’f
T g
*Jlg.t,‘f qu f,ﬂll'k‘-]\. ) . E"
t‘_ﬂ'f“’?te’g .[;l.,lllJL ‘g(ﬂnf "-g' N
b T ek ‘“%
%""m cand 0 =
5
\llmubh*“?“‘ S 18 ;
m& 0 1""’“\““* Lm'ﬁ £
fhime s be ST 3
] The LORD thy i

. wadst of Fwee
.}7' h:&:\f\ht will Eﬂ‘w\lﬂ.ﬂ m
s {' :Srn_ MATTAE wll, |
}i’;\‘ ouee hie WKW Sl

March 2005

2-9



Chapter 2 - Comment Documents LLNL SW/SPEIS

Aaland, Hans Aaland, Hans
Page 1 of 2 Page 2 of 2

Cnﬁwﬂlf.é_ Forere ASHER Kur oM “MI FF&@E&:H .
""‘r o f;, e T
Iﬂ::::th "b'_ ‘]lh
m&wnh.&tr uI\ Gﬂuﬂ)f @5 o on {,LU\ Yer “\5" :"W ML
g A T et b
L do el | | - wl see 3
s . h O i
Iln :lq:iw "“*J“" ol | E E*:r :j (e S8 P ‘3‘ i
oy ' ¥ L3 g .’
&Eﬁts J’E‘."D'm £ hl-h:ﬁ « i | \w; pekudeen i't".a-'}l l'tﬂ':l. *%k:l
». \on Fimg. wh&\hh« 3 : : 63 and | alter s 3L 5 'E_.__;_
. sum - ol
Fu&ﬁ\:"w we fre ¥ ‘-’wj : \\%J‘m PRl -Elﬂf*l"z Eid
& the 00 | WE | Coeikuad comtect=8 51
i« \e .;:-.;, ‘(mw.l ; RS ' edoe AN M §
‘lﬂﬂen i 'L W QL'N- \ o W&'&th\"l &LLS!‘E f; £
fed 0 7 ﬂ‘k&}& VT | hf“&’h{”&*ﬁﬁkwwﬂﬁf -E
‘peen §VPPY s m%&hﬁ\ by '. ok Lhe heasien s place 8l
ErenMEnS beer 4§ er- [,; ﬂ gueryowe Q’”"’" P :g: i
Me 50 can L HENPPIN e
*\M:“w e e e s el - e delve o)
S sk Aheheadh et 0 ;J -
e \f;m ase al.l'\ unbelaven, ‘"‘“"th minﬂﬁ oS 12:;; \ ¥ i
v - A h !
s o4 8 e | % w;;,““"‘f:?“ini" CE e
&M QF% hany hase w . | Mjﬁ_ X0 E;f?uss B {Eqw
NO COMMENTS IDENTIFIED IN THIS SUBMITTAL

2-10 March 2005



LLNL SW/SPEIS

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents

Abrahamson, Carl C.
Page 1 of 1

————— -Original Message——

From: Mary Abrahamson [mailto:mabrason@ hickorytech.net]
Sent: Wednesday, May 12, 2004 7:06 PM

To: tom.grim@oak.doe.gov

Subject: nuclear weapons

1/01.01,

Now is the time to end the nuclear threat. The only way to do that is for the two most

both nations have over 8,000 warheads still in their stackpile. More than 2,000 of our nations
missiles are on hair trigger. This means that a president with a hair trigger temper (like Bush)

2/3202 could end the lives of 10's of millions of innocent people with a quick button push. This will truly
be the end of the world as we know it. Sincerely, Carl C. Abrahamson, concerned citizen,

Alameda County Flood Control and Water Conservation District,

Jim Horen, Principal Engineer, Advance Planning Section
Page 1 of 4

(01.03 | threatening natians to disarm. Yes, | am talking about Russia and the US. According to statistics,

1 / 18.04 creating new impervious areas that would contribute runoff to Zone 7’s flood control facilities.

2/ 35 01 potential bioweapon agents. Reference should be made to our enclosed letter, dated August 23,

ALAMEDA COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

/ 5997 PARKSIDE DRIVE 4  PLEASANTON, CALIFORNIA 94588-5127 & phone (925) 484-2600 rax (925) 462-3914

May 27, 2004

Mr. Thomas Grim, Document Manager
National Nuclear Security Administration
United States Department of Energy
Livermore Site Office, L-293

7000 East Avenue,

Livermore, CA 94550-9234

Re:  Draft Site-Wide Envi 1 Impact S for Continued Operation of Lawrence
Livermore National Laboratory and Supplemental Stockpile Stewardship and
M Prc ic Envir ] Impact (Draft LLNL SW/SPEIS)

Dear Mr. Grim:

Zone 7 has reviewed the referenced NEPA document in the context of our mission to provide drinking
water, non-potable water for agriculture and irrigated turf, flood protection, and groundwater and stream
management in the Livermore-Amador Valley. Our understanding is that the proposed project consists of
the continued operation of the LLNL, including foreseeable future operations, facilities, and activities,
which include proposed modifications to existing projects and new programs. Our comments on the

Envi 1 Impact S are as follows:

1. Page S-10 to S-12, Paragraphs S.5.1.1 to S.5.1.10, National Ignition Facility, BioSafety Level 3
Facility, Terascale Simulation Facility, Container Security Testing Facility, International Security
Research Facility, etc.

These paragraphs state that certain new facilities are currently under construction or will be in the
future. The total impervious area will likely increase due to the planned construction of over
450,000 square feet of new facilities that could lead to additional runoff. The changes in pervious
area and impervious area should be clarified. If there will be an increase in impervious area over
the existing improvements then Zone 7’s standard practice is to assess new development with
Special Drainage Area 7-1 (SDA 7-1) drainage fees. Fees are collected for any development

Zone 7 has flood control facilities, Line P (Arroyo Seco) and Line P-1 (Re-located Arroyo Las
Positas), adjacent to the LLNL site, i.e., southwest and northwest, respectively. The increased
impervious areas proposed will most likely lead to additional runoff to these facilities. A
hydraulic study should be performed to show that the additional runoff will not have an adverse
effect on the 100-year water surface elevation in our facilities.

2. Page S-10, Paragraph S.5.1.2, BioSafety Level 3 Facility

This paragraph states that the BLS-3 Facility would provide for environmentally safe and
physically secure manipulation and storage of infectious micro-organisms, many of which are

2002, on the Draft Environmental Assessment for Proposed Construction and Operation of this
BLS-3 facility. Since, we have not received the Final Environmental Assessment and this facility

March 2005
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Alameda County Flood Control and Water Conservation District,
Jim Horen, Principal Engineer, Advance Planning Section
Page 2 of 4

Mr. Thomas Grim

National Nuclear Security Administration
United States Department of Energy

May 27, 2004

Page 2

/ is scheduled to begin operation this year, please note that our primary concern for this facility has
2/35.01 not been addressed. Our specific concern is that infectious materials, biotoxins, or
pharmaceuticals might reach the groundwater through one of the above pathways identified in the
cont.
August 23, 2002 letter.

3. Pages 5-2-40, 5-3-33, and 5.4-27, Sections 5.2.9, 5.3.9, and 5.4.9, Volume 1 of Draft LLNL

SW/SWP EIS
3/28.01

The document states, “Compliance with an approved erosion and sedimentation control plan
during construction would prevent impacts to surface water from construction-induced erosion.”
Permanent post-construction stormwater management controls should also be included in a
stormwater pollution prevention plan, as appropriate, to limit discharge of sediment.

Also, please submit for Zone 7 review all future plans and specifications pertaining to the proposed
improvements at the LLNL site and Site 300, and any other pertinent information or studies, to John
Koltz, Senior Engineer, Advance Planning.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this document. Please feel free to contact Jack Fong at
(925) 484-2600, ext. 245, or myself at ext. 400 if you have any questions or comments.

Very truly yours,

<~

Jim Horen
Principal Engineer
Advance Planning Section

JH:JF:arr
Encl.

cc: Ed Cummings
John Mahoney
Dave Lunn
Matt Katen
John Koltz
Joe Seto
Mona Olmsted
Jack Fong

P:\ddvplan\LLNL-ContinuedOperationsEIS.doc

Alameda County Flood Control and Water Conservation District,
Jim Horen, Principal Engineer, Advance Planning Section
Page 3 of 4

ALAMEDA COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

August 23, 2002

Mr. Richard Mortensen, DOE NEPA Document Manager
United States Department of Energy

Livermore Site Office, L293

P.0O. Box 808

Livermore, CA 94551

Re: Draft Environmental Assessment for Proposed Construction and Operation
of a Biosafety Level 3 Facility at Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory

Dear Mr. Mortensen:

Zone 7 has completed its review of the referenced NEPA document. Our understanding is that the
proposed project consists of the construction and operation of a 1,500 square-foot laboratory facility
within the Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory (LLNL) site. The site for this facility is
approximately 0.25 acres. It currently consists of paved parking and a road in the vicinity of Building 360
complex.

Our comments are made in the context of Zone 7’s responsibilities within its service area to provide
wholesale treated water, untreated water for agriculture and irrigated turf, stream management and flood
protection, and groundwater management. Zone 7 does not have any existing or planned flood control
facilities nor water production/transmission in the project vicinity.

The draft environmental states that d by this facility will be disposed of
4/3 5.01 to the City of Livermore’s sanitary sewer system. Municipal sewer systems typically have leaking pipe
joints. Also, the City of Livermore recycles a portion of its treated wastewater for turf and landscape
irrigation over the Valley’s main groundwater basin, and it may also someday store recycled wastewater
in one of Zone 7’s Chain of Lakes. Our primary concern for this project is that infectious materials, bio-
toxins, or pharmaceuticals might reach the groundwater through one of the above pathways. Our
comments have been organized to follow the order of the draft environmental assessment, as follows:

1. Page 8, Proposed BSL-3 Facility Location and Construction Measures

This paragraph mentions that the proposed project would be within an existing paved parking
area. If construction is contained to the existing paved parking area, a drainage fee for Zone 7°s
Special Drainage Area (SDA) 7-1 may not be required, since no impervious area would be
created. However, if the construction does create new impervious area, it will be subject to SDA
7-1 drainage fees.

2. Pages 22 and 23, Waste Generation at the BSL-3 Facility

The first paragraph on page 23, states that “soluble or liquid waste materials generated from
laboratory operations can be disposed of in the laboratory sinks after first being treated with
disinfectants.” Please confirm that simple disinfection will be adequate for all constituents of
concern. Will disinfection always be performed?

2-12
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Alameda County Flood Control and Water Conservation District,
Jim Horen, Principal Engineer, Advance Planning Section

Page 4 of 4

Mr. Richard Mortensen, DOE NEPA Document Manager
United States Department of Energy

August 23, 2002

Page 2

3. Page 34, Sanitary Liquid Waste and Page 45, Waste Management

This paragraph states that “...liquid wastes as generated from the proposed BSL-3 laboratory
operations would be discharged to a retention tank system, for containment, characterization, and
disinfection as needed, prior discharge to the sanitary sewer system.” Whereas the second
paragraph on page 45 states that “There would be no retention tanks or need for waste
accumulation areas since no hazardous waste would be produced...” These statements need
clarification.

If the liquids are going to go to a retention tank for “containment, characterization, and

4/35.01 disinfection as needed” please provide some discussion as to the process which determines
. whether disinfection is needed. The sentence on page 34 that states “...no discharge limits
cont currently exist for infectious materials which are commonly discharged by healthcare and

veterinary facilities and laboratories or homes” does not justify ignoring the need for monitoring,
but instead, might point to possible flaws in the existing regulations. Are the potential discharges
from a BSL-3 facility the same as those for healthcare and veterinary facilities and laboratories or
homes?

4. Pages 39-41, Potential Pathways for Infectious Agents to Escape BSL-3 Containment, Water-
borne Transmission

In the paragraph on Water-borne Transmission, page 41, it states “Water exiting through the sink
drains would be disinfected, if necessary, and would be diluted by mixing with sanitary
wastewater in the sewer system and at the LWRP facility.” As mentioned above, what determines
whether disinfection will be needed? Will disinfection and dilution be effective for all of the
potential constituents of concern? What is the potential for discharge of pharmaceutical
pollutants? What is the potential for discharge of resistant strains of bacteria and viruses?

Please feel free to call me at (925)-484-2600, ext. 400, or Jack Fong at ext. 245 if you have any questions
or comments.

Sincerely,
.
Jim Horen

Principal Engineer
Advance Planning Section
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RE: Comments on the Department of Energy's Site-Wide Environmental
Impact Statement (SWEIS) for Continued Operations at Lawrence
Livermore National Laboratory (LLNL).

Dear Mr. Grim:

Our world is becoming increasingly more dangerous. The nations of
the world should be decreasing the number and lethality of weapons,
including nuclear weapons, and the U.8. should be in the forefront of
that effort. Sadly (embarrassingly), such is not the case.

To my mind, designing new nuclear weapons, when we should be
destroying all nuclear weap is simply unconscionable. It heads
the "What Are They Thinking!” top 10 list for wickedly despicable
ideas.

The U.S. is now viewed by other nations as a rogue nation, intent on
dominating the world. If we allow ourselves to continue down this
path...we simply must NOT continue down this path! We must rejoin
the community of nations and work together to make the world a better
place.

1 care about my children and grandchildren. I want them to have a
beautiful world to live in: a nuclear arms race, which will be the
result of continued and expanded operations at LLNL, is incompatible
with my hopes and dreams for my children.

Please do not do this!
-Karen Allen

1430 Bel Air Drive, #101
Concord, CA 94521
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